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Abstract 
The synopsis presents five years of progress with regard to the 
evaluation of active substances contained in plant protection 
products in the European Community through the ECCO-Pro-
ject. The project is primarily responsible for the peer review part 
of the programme run by the European Commission under which 
existing and new active substances in plant protection products 
are evaluated within the framework of Council Directive 
911414/EEC. After a summary of the legislative background, 
progress with the project from 1996 to 2001 is described, fol-
lowed by a consideration of the prospects for evaluation of ex-
isting active substances. 
Key words: Council Directive 91/414/EEC, ECCO, peer re-
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Zusammenfassung 
Der UbersichtsartikeI beschreibt die fiinfjahrige Koordinierung 
der Wirkstoffpriifung von Pflanzenschutzmitteln in der Europai-
schen Gemeinschaft durch das ECCO-Projekt. Hierbei handelt es 
sich um einen Tei! des ,,Peer Review"-Programms der Europai-
schen Kommission, in dem alte und neue Pflanzenschutzmittel-
wirkstoffe im Rahmen der Richtlinie des Rates 91/414/EWG 
iiberpriift und bewertet werden. Nach der Zusammenfassung der 
rechtlichen Grundlagen folgt eine Darstellung der zeitlichen Ent-
wicklung von 1996 bis 2001 sowie ein Ausblick fiir die weitere 
Priifung von Alt-Wirkstoffen. 
Stichworter: Richtlinie des Rates 91/414/EWG, ECCO, ,,Peer 
Review"-Programm, Priifung und Bewertung, Zulassung, Pflan-
zenschutzmittel, Alt-Wirkstoff 
1) 65. Mitteitung siehe KOEPP, H., A. WILKENING, H.-G. NOLTING, 2002: Ver-
weismogtichkeiten vom nationalen Zutassungsverfahren auf in der EU-
Wirkstoffprlifung eingereichte Unterlagen. Nachrichtenbl. Deut. Pflanzen-
schutzd. (im Druck). 
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Introduction 
What was really expected when Council Directive 91/414/EEC 
entered into force in 1993? This "Authorisations Directive" con-
cerning the placing on the market of plant protection products 
sought to establish a harmonised framework for the regulation of 
plant protection products across Europe. However, regulatory 
procedures and opinions were as different as the 12 (later 15) 
Member States of the European Community (EC). All Member 
States at least hoped for a more harmonised approach in the eval-
uation of active substances contained in plant protection prod-
ucts. This goal has been widely achieved and the work of the 
ECCO (.European .Commission .Co-Qrdination)-Project has 
played a significant part in this achievement. As early as 1992, 
the European Commission provided for a peer review pro-
gramme as part of the joint evaluation process for the inclusion 
of existing and new active substances in plant protection prod-
ucts in Annex I of Council Directive 911414/EEC. The inclusion 
of an active substance in Annex I will in future be a prerequisite 
for any further authorisation of plant protection products con-
taining that active substance in the Member States and the basis 
for mutual recognition of authorisations under Article 10 of the 
Directive. To organise the peer review programme on behalf of 
the European Commission, the ECCO-Project was established. 
The general task of the peer review programme is preparing and 
facilitating the decision-making process for the inclusion of ac-
tive substances in Annex I. The aim of the project was to develop 
procedures for the standardisation of evaluation and assessment 
of active substances. In such a way the listing and thus the use of 
active substances contained in plant protection products in all 15 
Member States of the European Community could be further har-
monised. 
On l August 1996 the ECCO-Team was founded. The team is 
comprised of two groups, the ECCO-Team (BBA) which is lo-
cated at the Federal Biological Research Centre for Agriculture 
and Forestry in Braunschweig, Germany and the ECCO-Team 
(PSD) at the Pesticides Safety Directorate in York, United King-
dom. The contract under which the work is undertaken is admin-
istered by the European Commission, Directorate-General Health 
and Consumer Protection (SANCO), Unit E.l, Sector Plant Pro-
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Tab. 1. Council Directive 91/414/EEC of 15 July 1991 concerning 
the placing of plant protection products on the market and its 
implementing directives 
Directives Content/remark 
91/414/EEC General Directive, including 
• regulations and procedures for 
• the evaluation, assessment 
and authorisation of plant 
protection products 
• listing of active substances, 
• data requirements, 
• uniform principles, as well as 
• placing on the market and 
• use of plant protection products 
Official Journal 
L 230, 19.08.91, 
p 26 
Annex II: data requirements for the inclusion of an active sub-
stance in Annex I, and Annex Ill: data requirements for the authori-
sation of a plant protecion product; Part A: chemical substances 
93/71/EEC • amending introductions, in particularL 221, 31.08.93, 
exceptions to GLP (Good p. 27 
Laboratory Practice) - provisions 
• amending data requirements 
concerning the test area 
'efficacy data' 
94/37/EC amending data requirements concern- L 194, 29.07.94, 
ing the test areas p. 65 
94/79/EC 
95/35/EC 
95/36/EC 
96/12/EC 
96/46/EC 
• 'Identity, physical, chemical and 
technical properties', 
• 'Data on application' and 
• 'Further information' 
• amending the introcuctions, in 
particular regarding the test guide-
lines referred to and 
• amending the data requirements for 
the test areas 'toxicological and 
metabolism studies' 
• amending the introductions, in 
particular regarding exceptions 
to the GLP provisions for residue 
studies and studies on the impact 
on honeybees and other beneficial 
arthropods 
amending the data requirements for 
the test areas 
• 'Fate and behaviour in the 
environment' 
amending the data requirements for 
the test areas 
• 'Eceotoxicological studies' and 
• 'Summary and evaluation of 
points 9 and 1 O' 
amending the data requirements for 
the test areas 
• 'Analytical methods' 
L 354, 31.12.94, 
p. 16 
L 172, 22.07.95, 
p.6 
L 172, 22.07.95, 
p. 8 
L 65, 15.03.96, 
p.20 
L 214, 23.08.96, 
p. 18 
96/68/EC amending the data requirements for L 277, 30.10.96, 
the test areas p. 25 
• 'Residues in or on treated products, 
food and feed' 
Annexes II: data requirements for the inclusion of an active sub-
stance in Annex I and Annex Ill: data requirements for the authori-
sation of a plant protection product; Part B: micro-organisms and 
viruses 
93/71/EEC amending the data requirements for 
the test area 
• Efficacy data' 
01/36/EC • amending the data requirements 
for all test areas and 
• additions to the introductions 
L 221, 31.08.93, 
p.27 
L 164, 20.06.01, 
p. 1 
Directives Content/remark Official Journal 
Annex IV: risk phrases 
Draft Legislation in preparation 
Annex V: safety phrases 
Draft Legislation in preparation 
Annex VI Part A: uniform principles for chemical substances 
97/57/EC for evaluation an authorisation of 
plant protection products 
L 265, 27.09.97, 
p.87 
Annex VI Part B: uniform principles for micro-organisms and 
viruses 
for evaluation and authorisation of 
plant protection products; Draft 
Directive in preparation 
tection Products, in Brussels. The work now involves many com-
plex tasks such as the organisation of various meetings (ECCO-
Expert Group Meetings, Overview Meetings, Guidance Docu-
ment Meetings, Tripartite Meetings, Working Group "Plant Pro-
tection Products" (Evaluation) Meetings) and the development, 
compilation and/or handling of various documents e.g. ECCO-
Manuals, Full Reports, Draft Review Reports, Background Doc-
uments etc. TheECCO-Team works in close contact with all those 
involved with the evaluation process, including the European 
Commission, the Member States and other interested parties e.g. 
notifiers/data submitters/applicants where appropriate. In this 
way the work of ECCO prepares the work for the next steps in 
the procedure: the Scientific Committee on Plants is consulted in 
all cases where scientific doubts remain, and ultimately the Com-
mission finalizes decision making together with Working Group 
"Plant Protection Products" (Legislation) and the Standing Com-
mittee on the Food Chain and Animal Health (formerly Standing 
Committee on Plant Health). 
Legislative background 
The legislative background has been reported on several times 
already (LANDSMANN et al., 1998; von KIETZELL et al., 1998; 
WIRSING et al., 2000; KLINGAUF et al., 2001). Until 1991, all 
Member States of the European Community applied their own 
registration regime for plant protection products and operated 
independently. In order to establish a harmonised framework 
for the regulation of plant protection products, Council Direc-
tive 91/414/EEC of 15 July 1991 was adopted, implemented 
in all Member States and amended several times (Table 1). 
Regarding the listing of active substances through the adop-
tion of Directive 91/414/EEC, a central decision-making 
regime for determining the acceptability of active substances 
for use in plant protection products was established. For exist-
ing active substances, those that were on the market before 25 
July 1993, transitional measures were implemented allowing 
Member States for a period of up to 12 years to continue ap-
plying their national rules. During this period, the European 
Commission has to review all of these substances step by step, 
in accordance with a programme of work referred to in Article 
8(2) of Council Directive 91/414/EEC (Table 2). 
Evaluation procedure for active substances in the EC 
The evaluation procedure for active substances in the European 
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Tab. 2. Regulations laying down the rules for the implementation 
of the programme of work referred to in Article 8 (2) of Council 
Directive 91/414/EEC 
Regulation Content/remark Official Journal 
(EEC) No 
3600/92 
(EC) No 
933/94 
(EC) No 
491/95 
(EC) No 
2230/95 
(EC) No 
1199/97 
(EC) No 
1972/99 
(EC) No 
2266/2000 
(EC) No 
451/2000 
(EC) No 
703/2001 
(EC) No 
451/2000 
Legislation 
in prepara-
tion 
Legislation 
in prepara-
tion 
First stage of the programme of work 
• selecting the first 90 active 
substances and 
• requesting notification 
• designation of the rapporteur 
Member States, 
• list of notifiers and 
• setting a deadline for the sub-
mission of the dossiers 
• amending the regulations in the 
first stage of the evalutation 
programme, in particular with 
respect to taking into account the 
designated authorized and manu-
facturers in Austria, Finland and 
Sweden 
• setting a new deadline for the 
submission of the dossiers for 
certain active substances 
• amending Article 5 and 7 of 
Regulation (EEC) No 3600/92, 
in particular regarding Member 
States' duty to provide information 
• amending and extending Member 
States' duty to provide information 
• setting a final date for the sub-
mission of missing information 
L 366, 15.12.92, 
p. 10 
L 107, 28.04.94, 
p.8 
L 49, 04.03.95, 
p.50 
L 225, 22.09.95, 
p. 1 
L 170, 28.06.97 
p. 19 
L 244, 19.09.99, 
p. 41 
L259, 13.10.00, 
p.27 
Second stage of the programme of work 
• determining the active substances, 
• requesting notifications, 
• determining the procedures and 
• introducing a fee regulation 
• designation of the rapporteur 
Member States, 
• list of notifiers and 
• setting a deadline for the sub-
mission of the dossiers 
L 55, 29.02.00, 
p.25 
L 49, 20.02.01, 
p. 13 
Third stage of the programme of work 
• requesting notification, L 55, 29.02.00, 
• regulations for evaluating the p. 25 
notifications (RENDER-Project) and 
• introducing a fee regulation 
• designation of the rapporteur 
Member States, 
• list of notifiers and 
• setting a deadline for the submission 
of the dossiers 
Fourth stage of the programme of work 
• determining the active substances, 
• requesting notifications, 
• regulations for evaluating the 
notifications, 
• determining the procedures and 
• introducing a fee regulation 
Union according to Article 8(2) of Council Directive 
91/414/EEC has been described in detail (WIRSING et al., 2000). 
In the following figure only the main steps of the joint review 
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process are stated and summarised briefly. The main purpose of 
the evaluation procedures is to guarantee a high scientific stand-
ard in assessment and evaluation, to ensure transparency and 
consistency in the decision-making process and, to avoid dupli-
cation of work, saving time and staff resources. One main ele-
ment is sharing the work between the competent authorities of 
the Member States and Commission. Another major element is 
that, in case of remaining scientific doubts, the evaluations car-
ried out by the Member State experts are critically examined by 
the Scientific Committee on Plants. 
Basically, the dossier submitted by the applicant/notifier to 
support the inclusion of an active substance in Annex I of the Di-
rective is evaluated by a single rapporteur Member State, who 
prepares a draft assessment report (referred to before as draft 
"monograph"). To facilitate the decision-making process, the 
risk assessment of the rapporteur Member State needs to be peer 
reviewed by experts from different Member States prior to con-
sideration by all 15 Member States in the framework of the 
Standing Committee on Plant Health. Originally the ECCO-
Team was established to organise and run this peer review pro-
gramme on behalf of the European Commission, although activ-
ities have since expanded to take on other areas of work from the 
Commission. 
The procedures described in Figure 1 have developed during 
the years, but have not been changed in principle for existing ac-
tive substances, i.e. Normal Peer-Review. For new active sub-
stances an alternative procedure has been developed. The Accel-
erated Peer-Review (i.e. Co-rapporteur System) is described in 
detail in VON KIETZELL et al., 2002. All steps (1-10) have been 
defined and laid down on paper in ECCO-Manuals and guidance 
documents to ensure transparency and consistent working prac-
tices in all Member States. 
Organisation of ECCO-Expert Group Meetings 
The organisation of ECCO-Expert Group Meetings has previ-
ously been described in detail (WIRSING et al., 2000). In sum-
mary, the draft assessment reports prepared by rapporteur Mem-
ber States for individual active substances are the basis for dis-
cussion in ECCO-Expert Group Meetings organised by the 
ECCO-Team on behalf of the European Commission. ECCO-Ex-
pert Group Meetings are organised at the Biologische Bunde-
sanstalt filr Land- und Forstwirtschaft (BBA) in Braun-
schweig/Germany and the Pesticides Safety Directorate (PSD) in 
York/United Kingdom, where the two groups of the ECCO-Team 
are situated. At an ECCO-Expert Group Meeting, experts from 
different Member States and representatives from the European 
Commission discuss specific parts of the draft assessment reports 
for eight active substances. The meetings are chaired by senior 
experts of the BBA and BgVV (Bundesinstitut fiir gesund-
heitlichen Verbraucherschutz und Veterinarmedizin) in Ger-
many, and PSD in the UK. The ECCO-Team organises the meet-
ings, and prepares and distributes the report. As not all Member 
States are represented at these meetings, all Member States and 
data submitters are invited to submit written comments on the 
draft assessment reports which will be considered during the 
meetings to ensure that all views are taken into account. Separate 
meetings each lasting up to 5 days are held on the following sec-
tions: 
identity, physical and chemical properties; methods of analy-
sis and classification and labelling 
impact on human and animal health (mammalian toxicology) 
fate and behaviour in the environment 
effects on non-target species (ecotoxicology) 
residues. 
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The series of five ECCO-Expert Group Meetings, followed by 
an Overview Meeting, is called an "ECCO Round". To date, 
twelve ECCO Rounds have been organised by the ECCO-Team, 
with 128 meetings altogether in which 124 draft assessment re-
ports have been discussed. 
Progress made 
Much progress has been made with the whole peer review 
process, continually improving the efficiency and transparency 
of the process over the last five years. 
When the project started with Round 1 of the Expert Group 
Meetings, four existing active substances were discussed at BBA 
and PSD respectively. From Round 3 onwards new active sub-
stances were also discussed, with priority over existing active 
substances. As experience was gained, the total number of active 
substances discussed at each meeting increased, in Round 3 to 
five, in Round 4 to six, and in Round 7 to eight active substances, 
which was considered to be the maximum to be able to deal with 
per meeting. Accordingly, the duration of the meeting rose from 
three days to four days (or five days for the meetings on mam-
malian toxicology). 
The rapporteur Member State (RMS) for the active substance 
under discussion was represented by an expert. The other experts 
were selected by the European Commission, taking into account 
certain criteria e.g. a representative mixture of the Member 
States. When the number of active substances was increased, in 
many or most cases only the RMS experts attended the meeting. 
However, in the final meeting of each round (up to Round 7), the 
so-called Overview Meeting, up to ten experts were present. 
From Round 8 onwards all Member States were represented at 
the Overview Meeting. 
Another important development took place in September 200 I 
when observers from accession countries to the European Union 
were invited for the first time to attend the Overview Meeting of 
Round 10. Two observers from accession countries have since 
participated at each ECCO-Expert Group Meeting in Round I I 
and 12, and experts from all accession countries will be invited 
again to the next Overview Meetings. Up to now they only have 
observer status, but it gives them the possibility of gaining expe-
rience in the process, and profiting from the contact with the ex-
perts from the Member States to ensure a smooth continuation af-
ter enlargement. Likewise participation of the respective notifier 
or applicant of the individual active substance under discussion 
has been granted to ECCO Overview Meetings since Round 9 
(July 2001). Representatives from the companies attend the dis-
cussion on their active substance. In this way questions that arise 
during the meeting can be forwarded directly to the main data 
submitter/applicant, which makes the process more transparent 
and efficient. 
The quality and quantity of the documentation involved has 
improved considerably with each round. In Round 1 the meeting 
report ("concise outline report") consisted of one page per active 
substance (without any appendix). ln the next round of Expert 
Group Meetings the report was extended to provide more details 
and appendices with a list of data requirements, a list of end 
points, a list of studies for which the main data submitter claimed 
data protection and a list of proposed classification and labelling. 
After Round 4 a "reporting table" was created to reflect the dis-
cussion and results of the meetings even better. It enabled an in-
crease in transparency for transferring results of the ECCO-Peer 
Review to an "evaluation table" for further use in the Working 
Group "Plant Protection Products" (Evaluation). 
Over the years, the increased use of information technology 
and electronic systems has improved and increased the ECCO-
Team's work considerably. Conversely, it is only through this in-
creased electronic capability that the Team is able to deal with the 
workload now involved. In the beginning, for example, draft as-
sessment reports which sometimes contain up to 800 pages were 
distributed as paper copies to the Commission, the Member 
States and the relevant data submitters. Now, these documents 
are put onto CD-ROMs and distributed. This strategy saves not 
only time and money but also storage capacity. All comments and 
other documents (except confidential information) submitted be-
fore, at and after ECCO-Expert Group Meetings are distributed 
by e-mail and are uploaded onto CIRCA, the server of the Euro-
pean Commission. This allows a fast and non-bureaucratic ex-
change of documents. 
In order to deal with problematic areas where guidance is 
needed, Guidance Document Meetings have been organised by 
the ECCO-Team since 1997. The development and revision of 
guidance documents is handled by ECCO, including any consul-
tation with interested parties. Furthermore, ECCO-Manuals were 
created by the ECCO-Team to help Member States with the some-
times quite complex structure of work in relation to Council Di-
rective 91/414/EEC. Since 1998 the ECCO-Team has also been 
drafting Review Reports, and has been in charge of report writ-
ing at Tripartite Meetings for active substances, in which repre-
sentatives of the European Commission, rapporteur Member State 
and companies participate in cases where a "non-inclusion" de-
cision is envisaged. Furthermore, from 1999 onwards, the ECCO-
Team has also provided further assistance to the European Com-
mission through the organisation and reporting of meetings of the 
Working Group "Plant Protection Products" (Evaluation) e.g. 
drafting the agenda, uploading documents onto the internet server 
of the European Commission and updating the evaluation tables 
after the meeting. Additionally, since 2000, the ECCO-Team has 
compiled Background Document C to the Review Reports. In re-
lation to new active substances, the ECCO-Team now deals with 
the organisation of the extensive Co-rapporteur System and the 
Completeness Check (VON KIETZELL et al., 2002). 
Overview on the state of the works regarding the 
evaluation of existing active substances 
(Round 1-12) 
In table 3, the state of the evaluation process is shown for the first 
90 existing active substances, including the decision numbers 
and their publication in the Official Journal of the European 
Community, as well as the number of the final review report. Of 
the 90 active substances, 83 have been included in the ECCO-
Peer Review procedure. 
Figure 2 depicts a summary: 34 decisions on existing active 
substances were taken up to 28 February 2002, of which 16 were 
positive (inclusion) and 18 negative (non-inclusion). One active 
substance failed to be supported by a notifier and a decision on 
how to proceed with the evaluation process is still pending for 
another one. 
Prospects for the review programme for existing 
active substances 
One key objective of Directive 91/414/EEC (laid down in Arti-
cle 8(2)) is to review all the existing active substances (i.e. more 
than 800) with regard to their acceptability for inclusion in An-
nex I. On 11 December 1992, the Commission adopted Regula-
tion (EEC) No 3600/92, covering the re-evaluation of a first list 
of 90 active substances. With Round 12 of the ECCO-Expert 
Group meetings ending in September 2002, all 90 substances 
will have passed through the ECCO-Peer Review evaluation 
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Fig. 1. 1 o Steps of the Normal Peer-Review process for existing ac-
tive substances in plant protection products within the European 
Community according to Article 8(2) of Council Directive 91 /414/EEC 
(action level of the ECCO-Team shaded). Source: lANDSMANN et al., 
1998, amended. 
Ste l 
Ste 3 
Step6 
Sten 7 
Ste 9 
Step lO 
Compilation of Dossier and submission to Rl\lS 
by indusuy (not[fier) 
Completeness Check 
RMS 
Preparation and submission of DAR 
byRMS 
\Vorking Group 'Plant Protection Products' (EYaluation) 
with participation of 15 A!S and COAi 
and preparation of ORR 
by CO~M and ECCO 
Consultation and opinion of SCP 
and 
Working Group 'Plant Protection Products' (Legislation) 
with 
participation of 15 MS and COM 
SCPH vote 
b_\, 15 Afember States 
Adoption by the European Commission 
Publication of Directive or Decision on inclusion I non-inclusion 
of active substances in Annex I of Council Directive 91/414/EEC 
by COM 
and preparation of Background Documents A, B, C to the Review Report 
by COAi. RMS and ECCO~Team 
Abbreviations: 
AC: Accession Countries; COM: European Commission; DAR: Draft 
Assessment Report (referred to before as draft 'Monograph'}; DRR: 
Draft Review Report; ECCO: European Commission Co-ordination; 
MS: Member States; RMS: Rapporteur Member State; SCP: Scientific 
Committee on Plants; SCPH: Standing Committee on Plant Health 
(since 1 February 2002 Standing Committee on the Food Chain and 
Animal Health (SCFCAH)) 
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90 existing active substances 
Dinclusion 
II non-inclusion 
m no decision 
Fig. 2. Decisions for Annex-I-inclusions/non-inclusions for existing ac-
tive substances (last update: 28'February 2002). 
process (http://www.bba.de/english/ap/ecco/ecco_en.htm). Final 
decisions on most of these active substances on this list are ex-
pected to have been taken by July 2003. To meet this demanding 
objective the European Commission has until now published 
three Decisions fixing deadlines for submission of outstanding 
studies, including long-term studies, for 37 existing active sub-
stances (ANONYM, 2001a, ANONYM 200lb, ANONYM 200lc). 
For the second and third list of active substances established in 
Regulation (EC) No 45112000 as well as the fourth list, which is 
under progressive development (February 2002), a derogation to 
extend the deadline of July 2003 is expected to be necessary for 
those active substances that will be defended. The Commission 
submitted its progress report "Report from the Commission to 
the European Parliament and the Council, evaluation of the ac-
tive substances of plant protection products" on 12 July 2001. 
The work programme up to and beyond 2003 planned by the Eu-
ropean Commission, proposes to finish the first list by July 2003 
with the established evaluation system and process. The evalua-
tion of the second list should be completed in 2005 and the third 
and fourth lists in 2008 (COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, 
2001 ). Major amendments have been made for the evaluation of 
the second and subsequent lists, due to experience with the first 
list. This will enable the evaluation and decision making process 
to be speeded up considerably. Table 4, from the Commission 
progress report, gives an overview of the situation for all exist-
ing active substances. 
Whether this ambitious target can be achieved depends not 
only on the application of new streamlining procedures and 
processes, i.e. electronic submission and distribution of dossiers 
and other data, electronic check for completeness, Accelerated 
Peer-Review (Co-rapporteur System) and development of fur-
ther guidance for evaluation of critical areas as well as criteria for 
decision-making (VON KIETZELL et al., 2002), but also on the re-
sources that will be made available in future by the Member 
States, the Commission and the European Food Safety Authority 
(http://www.efsa.eu.int). A further prolongation of the evaluation 
process beyond 2008 is unlikely to be acceptable to Council or 
Parliament (COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, 2001). It is fore-
seen that the ECCO-Teams will hand over their work responsi-
bilities to the new Authority step-by-step, at the latest by the end 
of2003. 
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Tab. 3. State of the evaluation process for existing active substances last update: 28 February 2002 (action level of the evaluation 
process shaded) 
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2,4-D HB GR 4 r0 r0 ~ + 01/103/EC, 28. 11.01 7599Nl/97 - rev. 7, L 313 , 30.11.01 , p. 37 01.10.01 
2,4-DB HB GR 4 ~ '/
Acephate IN IT 8 f0 
Alachl or HB ES 9 ~ 
IN ~ ~ ~ Aldicarb AC UK 1 NE ~
Alpba-Cypermethrin IN BE 9 
Amitraz IN AT 7 AC 
Amitrole HB FR 2 ~ ~ ~ + 01 /2 1/EC, 05.03 .01 6839Nl/97 - rev. 4, L69, 10.03.0 1, p.17 12.1 2.00 
Atrazine HB UK 5 f0 ~ ~ ~ '/
Azinpbos-ethyl IN DE ~ 95/276/EC, 13.07.95 not available AC - - L 170, 20.07.95, p. 22 
Azinphos-methyl IN DE 4 ~ ~ AC '/ j 
Benalaxyl FU PT 10 ~ 
Benomyl FU DE 5 ~ % j 
Bentazone HB DE 4 % % ~ + 00/68/EC, 23. 10.00 7585NT/97 - rev. 4, ... L 276, 28. 10.00, p. 4 1 10.07 .00 
Beta-Cyfluthrin e IN DE 2 % % ~~ 
Bromoxynil HB FR 10 ~ 
Carbendazi m FU DE 5 ~ ~ 
Chlorotha lon il FU NL 10 
Chlorpropham PG NL 8 
Chlorpyriphos IN ES 8 
Chlorpyriphos-methyl IN ES 8 
Chlortolu ron HB ES 9 ~ ~
Chlozo linate FU GR 5 00/626/EC, 13.10.00 8397Nl/98 - rev. 4, 
- L 263, 18.10.00, p. 32 05.10.99 
Cyfluthrin IN DE 2 ~ ~ ~ 
Cyhalothrin IN SE not notified 94/643/EC, 12.09.94 not avail ab le 
- L 289, 24.09.94, p.18 
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Tab. 3. Continuation 
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Cypermethrin IN BE 9 
Daminozide PG NL 8 ~ 
Deltamethrin IN SE 7 ~ 
Desmedipham HB FI 11 
Dinocap FU AT 10 
Dinoterb HB FR 2 ~ ~ - 98/269/EC, 07.04.98 8083/VI/97 - rev. 4, L 117, 21.04. 98, p. 13 16.12.97 
Diquat HB UK 1 ~ ~ ~ + 01/21/EC, 05.03.01 1688/VI/97 - rev. 8, ~ L 69, 10.03.01, p. 17 11.12.00 
DNOC HB FR 3 ~ ~ 99/164/EC, 17 .02.99 7777/VI/98 - rev. 3, IN - L 54, 02.03. 99, p. 21 01.12.98 
Endosulfan IN ES 9 ~ 
Esfenvalerate IN PT 3 V} ~ ~ + 00/67/EC, 23.10.00 6846/VI/97 - rev. 5, ~/ "°./ ~ L 276, 28.10.00, p. 38 22.07.00 
Ethofumesate HB SE 7 ~ ~ (+) 6503/VI/99 - rev. 4, ~ 26.02.01 
Fenarimol FU UK I ~ ~ ~ 
Fenthion IN GR I ~ ~~ ~ ~
Fentin acetate FU UK 5 ~ ~~ ~ (-) 5046/VI/97 - rev. 2, 12.11.01 ' 
Fentin hydroxide FU UK 5 ~ ~ (-) 5048/VI/97 - rev. 2, « ~ 12.11.01 
Fenvalerate IN PT I ~ 98/270/EC, 07.04.98 AC - not available .... L 117, 21.04. 98, p. 15 
Ferbam FU BE - ~ - 95/276/EC, 13.07.95 not available L 170, 20.07. 95, p. 22 
Fluroxypyr HB DE 2 ~ ~ ~ + 00/1 O/EC, 01.03.00 6848/VI/98 - rev. 13, ~ "/".'. L 57, 02.03.00, p. 28 25.11.99 
Flusilazole FU IE 2 ~ ~ 
Glyphosate HB DE 7 ~ ~ ~ + 01/99/EC, 20.11.0 l 6511/VI/99 - rev. 5, « L 304, 21.11.01, p. 14 28.06.01 
Imazalil FU LU I ~ ~ + 97173/EC, 15.12.97 1688/VI/97 - rev. 8.5, L 353, 24.12.97, p. 26 11.07.97 
Ioxynil HB FR 10 ~ 
Iprodione FU FR 5 ~ % 
Isoproturon HB DE 8 ~ ~ + 02/18/EC, 22.02.02 SANC0/3045/99 - rev. L 55, 26.02.02, p. 29 2,28.11.01 
Lambda-Cyhalothrin IN SE l ~ ~ ~ + 00/80/EC, 04.12.00 7572/VI/97 - final, L 309, 09.12.00, p. 14 25.01.01 
Lindane IN AT 7 ~ ~ ~ - 00/801/EC, 20.12.00 6525/VI/99 - rev. 5, L 324, 21.12.00, p. 42 13.07.00 
Linuron HB UK 4 ~ 
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Tab. 3. Continuation 
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Maleic hydrazide PG DK 7 ~ ~ '/ '/
Mancozeb FU IT 11 
Maneb FU IT 11 
MCPA HB IT 12 
MCPB HB IT 12 
Mecoprop HB DK 8 
Mecoprop-P HB DK 8 
Metalaxyl FU PT -
Metamidophos IN IT 10 
Metiram FU IT 11 
Metsulfuron-methyl HB FR 4 ~ ~ ~ + 00/49/EC, 26.07.00 7593NI/97 - rev. 6, L 197, 03.08.00, p. 32 25.05.00 
Molinate HB PT 8 
Monolinuron HB UK 4 ~ - 00/234/EC, 09.03.00 7597NI/97 - rev. 4, L 73, 22.03.00, p. 18 20.07.99 
Paraquat HB UK 3 ~ {0 
IN ~ Parathion AC IT 8 % - 01/520/EC, 09.07.01 SANC0/3067/99 - rev. NE L 187, 10.07.01, p. 47 2, 07 .02.01 
Parathion-methyl IN IT 12 ~ 
Pendimethalin HB ES 6 ~ 
Permethrin IN IE - ~ - 00/817/EC, 27.12.00 6522NU99 - rev.7, L 332, 28 .12.00, p. 114 13.07.00 
Phenmedipham HB FI 11 
Procymidone FU FR 12 
Prop ham HB NL ~ 96/586/EC, 09.04.96 PG - ~ - not available L 257, 10.10. 96, p. 41 
Propiconazole FU FI 8 
Propineb FU IT 2 ~ 0 ~ 
Propyzamide HB SE 7 ~ ';I 
Pyrazophos FU NL 6 
-
00/233/EC, 09.03.00 7465NI/98 - rev. 5, 
L 73, 22 .03.00, p. 16 20.07.99 
Pyridate HB AT 3 ~ ~ ~ + 01 /21/EC, 05.03.01 7576Nl/97 - rev. 5, / ~ L69, 10.03.01 , p. 17 l l.1 2.00 
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Tab. 3. Continuation 
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Quintozene 
Simazine 
Tecnazene 
Thiabendazole 
Thifensulfuron 
Thiophanate-methyl 
Thi ram 
Triasulfuron 
Vinclozolin 
Warfarin 
Zineb 
Ziram 
Abbreviations to Table 3: 
1) category 
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FU 
HB 
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HB 
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PG 
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FU 
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FU 
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GR 5 V}; 
UK 5 V}; ~ 
UK 1 ~ 
ES 4 ~ 
FR 2 ~ '/
DE 5 ~ '/
BE 7 ~ 
FR 4 ~ 
FR 5 ~ .,,. 
IE 1 ~ 
IT -
BE 7 ~ 
"t:l Q:> 
.::: 
"' 
"' == Cii 
---
..... 
eiJ 0 .::i = i.. 
·- = i.. 0 Q:> = ~ c. 
-
= 
c. 
'-' 0 - ..... 0 Q:> 
~ ... tJ Q,) ..., ~ "' = ;;., ~ = ·- Cii ::: ~ ~ - I.._. u = 0 '<:j Q:> 
~ = 0 = ·-I.) i.= > u ·- = .. ...... Q:> ~ + --- 0 ~ r:J'J. ·.· ,.._, 
V}; 00/816/EC, 27.12.00 5044NI/97 - rev. 3, - L 332, 28.12.00, p. 112 13.07.00 
~ '/
~ 00/725/EC, 20.11.00 SANC0/486/00 - rev. - L 292, 21.11.00, p. 30 1, 12.04.00 
~ ~ + 01/21/EC, 05.03.01 7603NI/97 - rev. 4, .,,. L69, 10.03.01,p.17 11.12.00 
~ + 01199/EC, 20.11.01 SANC0/7577NI/97 -L304,21.ll.Ol,p.14 rev. 5, 28.06.01 
~ '/
~ ~ + 00/66/EC, 23.10.00 7589NI/97 - rev. 4, L 276, 28.10.00, p. 35 03.07.00 / 
~ / ~ ~
~ ~~ 'l:
~ 01/245/EC, 22.03.01 SANC0/2225/00 - rev. ~ - L 88, 28.03.01, p. 19 2, 06.10.00 
~ ~
AC: acaricide; FU: fungicide; HB: herbicide; IN: insecticide; NE: nematicide; RO: rodenticide; PG: plant growth regulator 
2) RMS: Rapporteur Member State 
AT: Austria; BE: Belgium; DE: Germany; ES: Spain; FR: France; GR: Greece; IE: Ireland; IT: Italy; LU: Luxemburg; NL: the Netherlands; PT: 
Portugal; SE: Sweden; FI: Finland; UK: United Kingdom 
3) WG PPP: Working Group "Plant Protection Products" 
4) SCP: Scientific Committee on Plants 
The opinions of the SCP are available on the internet: http://europa.eu.int/comm/food/fs/sc/scp/outcome_ppp_en.html 
sion for their continuous support of our work and DAGMAR 
SCHOLZ for doing an excellent job in the ECCO-Team. We would 
also like to thank everyone who has been involved in the meet-
ings, and in particular, all the Chairpersons as well as our staff 
ELKE LESKE, KERSTIN KOCH, HEIKE WINTERSDORFF-SCHNEIDER, 
EVELYN HOMANN, APHRODITE ARVANITOU, ANGELA WEIHE, 
MANDY JUST, SUSANNE HOLDORF and MIRKO WANDREY of the 
ECCO-Team (BBA) and ROB MASON, LOUISE TURNER, 
Tab. 4. The situation in July 2001 for the existing active substances to be evaluated in each phase of the review programme (with 
approximate share of total market in 1993) (COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES, 2001 ). 
Source: http://europa.eu.int/comm/food/fs/ph_ps/pro/ppp01 _en.pdf 
Phase N° substances Being To be Already clear In 
(& % 1993 examined examined that will be Annex I 
market share) withdrawn 
First 90 (30%) 61 0 16 13 
Second 149 (40%) 0 60 89 0 
Third 402 (25%) 0 167 235 0 
Fourth 193 (5%) 0 166 27 0 
TOTAL 834 (100%) 61 393 367 13 
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MICHELLE COOPER and BARBARA WALKER of the ECCO-Team 
(PSD). Without the support of hundreds of experts representing 
a wide range of disciplines and from all Member States we would 
not have achieved such success. 
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